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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	There is a paucity of data from Africa Thus any data are well appreaceated even they come from a private hospital possible unreached by the vast majority of the country population Moreover the number of peptic ulcer disease and upper GI seems not alarming
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Because the vast majority of patients seeking endoscopy had a gastroscopy the study could be limited to those patients or at least the title might reflect tis fact Moreover the title might be better reflecting the findings of the study 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	Conclusions should reflect the data provided in results section General descriptions should be replaced by data containing sentences Demographics ( age, gender) should be palced at the beginning of results   
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	More data introduction would be advisable if authors want to proceed from a publication to book chapter Introduction should be focus on the main theme of the study which is upper GI endoscopy and its findings Data from other African countries might be helpful Coping NHS patient liflet should be avoided Data on the trends of upper GI bleeding peptic ulcer diseases as well as gastric and esophageal cancer from developed and developing world might be useful A formal power of the study calculation should be performed Was the experience of the endoscopist accessible and documented? Were there any data about the social status of patients accessible? Was endoscopic impression of a tumor verified by histological report? Chi-square results are not needed and p-value is sufficient. General impression for data comparison should be avoided because p-values are sufficient Thus they should be calculated where missing (eg comparison of men and women underwent gastroscopy) Reference to relevant tables should be included in the text Definitions for main indications should be provided Number of endoscopic procedures performed for upper GI bleeding and relevant findings might be of interest. All patients with peptic ulcers should be reported A table of all endoscopic findings might be useful
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
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Asombang AW, et al. Systematic review and meta-analysis of esophageal cancer in Africa: Epidemiology, risk factors, management and outcomes World J Gastroenterol 2019 Aug 21;25(31):4512–453
Aruyo PO, et al Upper gastrointestinal endoscopy findings in patients referred with upper gastrointestinal symptoms in Eldoret, Kenya:A retrospective review East Afr Med J  2014;91:267-73
Abdu SM, et al. Indications and endoscopic findings of upper gastrointestinal diseases in Africa: A systematic review & meta-analysis PLoS ONE 2025;20: e0319854.

	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	Linguistic adaptation is advisable 
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